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were 



By this amendment, claims 1, 5 
20-22, and 31-32 are currently pending 
October 18, 2005, claims 8-9 and 32 
rejected under 35 U-S.C § 112, second! 
rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as bei 
etal. ("Reed")- 

Claims 8-9 and 32 were objected . 
been amended to overcome the o 



8-10, 20 22, and 32 have been amended. Claims 1-17, 
and subjfect to Examination. In the Office Action dated 

objected to;:claims 1-17, 21-22, and 31-32 were 
paragraph; and claims 1-17, 21-22, and 31^32 were 

I i 

bong unpa Rentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,044,205 to Reed 



to due 



jo certain informalities. These claims have 
bjectibn. Accdirdingly, withdrawal of the objection to the 



claims is respectfully requested. 



CLAIM REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U. 

Claims 1-17, 21-22, and 31^32 
being indefinite. In particular, claims j 
proper antecedent basis. Claims 5, 20| 

Regarding claim 1, the Office [ 
'sending the information object acrosk 

response to a request or automatically) 

! 

I 

across the network could be performed 
page 19, lines 25-33 and elsewhere in 
automatically, as described on page 2% 
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u.fcLc § 112 



^ere rejected under 35 U.S.C § 112, second paragraph, as 



and 22 
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henetvk 



for exc 
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vere rejected as containing terms that lack 



and 22 have been amended to overcome this rejection. 

J i ■ 

ion states that ''it is 



; is uncertain when is the step of 



brt 



jk to the computer process performed (i.e. in 
Applicants note that sending the information object 



10 



iiiple) inj response to a request,, as described on 



the Speci j cation; or could be performed, for example, 

I * 1 

lines 24-32, piage 27, lines 25-31, and elsewhere in the 
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Further with respect to claim 1; 



step of 'using the provider process to modify 
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I 



Specification. As this step could therefore be performed in a variety of ways, it is respectfully 

i I! 

submitted that the language of claim l[:s clear i l describing multiple implementations. 



the Office Action states that "it is uncertain when is the 



objecf performed/" Claim 1 has been(aroended to overcome this rejection. 

i t. 

Regarding claim 5, the Office Action states that -'it is uncertain what is 'the attributes' 

I 

refer to (Le. plurality of attributes or trie modified attributes)/" Applicants note that claim 5 



contains 1 



the limitation "formulate a rel ational criterion Ibased on the attributes of the 

I 



plurality of attributes of the information object could, 



information object," and notes that the 
at various times, include original attributes and 'or modified attributes. As the "plurality of 



attributes" (or simply "attributes") described ir 

■ 

original attributes and/or modified attributes, t 

i 

"the attributes" as recited in claim 5 is; clear in 
may be used. 

Regarding claim 31, the Office ^Action si Sates tha- 



'transferring at least a portion of each identified information objects from the internet to the 



j Applicants note that Iransferring a 
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e or mbre of the attributes of the information 

( 



j 



claim 1 



could include any combination of 
d as cl|im 5 depends upon claim 1, the term 
ointing put that any of these combinations 



first computer (i.e. base on what standard or cr [teria}.' 

! * 

portion of each identified inform ationfobject ccjuld be performed in any number of ways, 

t 

including without limitation, bransferring the efcitire information object, transferring modified 

portions of the information object; transferring 

; J. : ! 

request, transferring portions of the irijformatu: i object based on the specified relational 



Hi 

PA/521 73050.1/20244&&-7094323001 

PAGE 15/22 1 RCVD AT 2/21/2006 7:39:27 PM [Eastern Standard Time] 1 SVRillffTO-ff XRF-6/36 1 DNIS:2738300 1 CSID: 65O8494S00 * DURATION (mm-ss):07-02 



it! "it is 



uncertain how is the step of 



portions; of the information object based on a 
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i if 



criteria, and the like. As this step bout: 



respectfully submitted that the language of claim 1 is clear in describing multiple 



implementations. 



i J 
I 



CLAIM REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S 



Claims 1-17, 20-22, and 31-32 stand resetted under 35 U.S:C. § 103(a) as being 



unpatentable over Reed. This rejection 



Regarding claim 1, the Office ^ction states that Reed teaches sending the one or more 



modified attributes of the communicaj^on objej; t across the network to the consumer process 

I !■ 

and synchronizing the second instance of the ii formation object based on the one or more 
modified attributes. However, Applicants nofc that the passages cited in the Office Action 



recite "The user can edit the association of a pa ;e subscription instance 122 with 



commuiucations object instance 110 



program 22 when the consumer edits Instances 



PageSubscription method returns 



a res ponse rr ethod to; the provider program 12 containing a 



consumer. The provider program: 
PageSubscriptionResponse methojl wi 
recipient's page subscription instances 
In contrast, amended clairr. 
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therefo :e be performed in a variety of ways, it is 



C § 10c 



is respi :tfully traversed;, as follows. 



new value of the SubscribeFlag attribute for eaksh page subscription 122 as selected by the 



en executes a corresponding 



12 then exsc 

L 

1 which uses 

IT T 



attributes of the information object across the n stwork tb the consumer process." As discussed 



1 



le Pajgc jSub s crip ti on rrethod is executed by consumer 



of page subscription elements 122. The 



the contents of the message to update the 
122" (Rged, col. 28, lines 16-17 and 44-53). 

, I. i , 'j 

1 rfccites the limitation "sending the one or more modified 



i 



PAGE 16/22 1 RCVD AT 281/2006 7:39:27 PM [Eastern Standard Time] 1 SVR:USPTO-BFXRF-6/36 * DNIS:2738300 * CS1D:6508494SOO * DURATION (mm-ss):07-02 



02/21A)6 16:' 



351D«494800 



above, Reed does not teach modified attributjes 



"editing the association of a page Isubs zriptioxt instance .122 with communications object 



instance 1 10" and "editing instances o 



of Reed, page subscription instancies 122 and 



attributes of the information object, 



i/'i 



In addition, Reed teaches that 

I 

elements 122. The PageSubscriptipn mlethod 



amended claim 1. 



Furthermore, amended claim 1 : 



on a first storage device accessed iy a 
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of an information object. Reed rather teaches 



page subscription elements 122." As shown in Figure 3 



1 



plage subscription elements are distinct from 

i ! 



communications objects 110." Therefore, Reed [neither teaches dr suggests "modified 



recite* 



the consumer edits instances of page subscription 



l i 

d in claim 1. 



*eturns a response:tnethod to the provider 



program 12/' Thus, Reed neither teaches or suggests "sending the one or more modified 

II ! ■ ;. 

attributes of the infonnation object acrd>ss the Network to the consumer process" as recited in 



recite 



second instance of the information ob 



discussed above, Reed teaches that "the useij can edit the association of a page subscription 



instance 122 with communications ob; 

i 

i 



I 



5 the liijnitations "the information object resides 

"i I : I 



] ?rovidefe process," "storing the information object in a 



second storage device as a secondjinsfeince ojf the information object/' and "synchroni2dng the 



■ f 

<>ct instance 110.. :The Pag;eSubscription method is 



recipient's page subscription instances 



I 

ect baseii on me one or more modified attributes." As 



executed by consumer program 22-.-'; lie Paj;^ubsGrip1^on metljod returns a response method 
to the provider program 12 . ..Thej provider pljgram 12jthen executes a corresponding 
PageSubscriptionResponse methcjd which uiis! the contents of the message to update the 



122." 
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consumer program to the provider program, aid used tjy the provider program to update 
local information. Therefore, Reed does not te'kth or suggest "synchronizing the second 

j i 

instance of the information object based on throne or rrjore modified attributes/' as recited m 

i 



claim 1 of the present invention. 



Regarding claim 20, the Office kc don states that ! Reed teaches substantially the 



Invention of claim 20. Applicants resj jeetfullyj disagree.] The passages of Reed cited in the 

If j 

Office Action recite "Communication^ objects j jre the colre data structure transmitted from the 
provide program to the consumer program toj control communications between the provider 



and consumer. Recipients include all 



with the elements and pages classes to specif^ 



object 110" (Reed col. 16 lines 55-63). 



In contrast amended claim 20 
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Iheiconsumers who receive a copy of the 



J 



communications object via push distribution, or the distribution servers who receive a copy of 
the communications object for puU di tributicli.-The type definitions class is used together 



the attributes of the communications object" 



(Reed col. 13, lines 34-46). Reed funh a: descries that '^Communications objects 110 are the 

: . :J j j | i 

highest level data structure because they serv^as the cqntainerjfor type definitions, elements, 

' ! ' P' \ 1 

pages, and methods. A type definition! 143.. .iniiist be assigned to an object 110 in order to be 

-.j ;||| I | 

transferred to a consumer, however, e achl lypejaefiniticji. . .ma)j be included in more than one 



I 



recites 1Ue limitations "w 



resides on a first storage device accessed by a 



and "wherein an information object assdeiatec 

! ii i 

storage device accessed by a first conjsurrier process executing on a second processor." Reed 

,! .14| '"J 
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serein the data definition 



dxrovider jprocesslexecuting on a first processor" 
> 1 ' 



8 • j 1 

Vith the data definition resides in a second 
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Jobject 110 and "consumers receive a copy of 
the communications object." Therefore, Reed Reaches only that type definitions are Included 

' '■; ,: = 1 

within communications objects, and tikat|consjimers : receive copies of communications objects. 
Reed does not teach that "the data definition fesides on a first storage device " and "an 

I : f 

i. ' • 

information object associated with the data definition resides in a second storage device." 



') f i 



recites the limitations "using the provider process to 



change at least one attribute of the da a definij ion" and "propagating at least one of the 

| !: I; | .' 

changed attributes of the data definiti onfacros 3 tKe network." Notwithstanding the assertions 
in the Office Action, Applicants can f&id[no siJ ggestion that these steps are taught or 



-fi - J; ! 



In addition, amended claim 20 recites p-e 
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suggested by Reed. The passages cited ify the] Ofrice Action relate to "creating and editing 

I ' 4 t ii ! 

■ f ! i 

instances in the provider database of thelobjefit classes'' (col. 21, lines 11-12), a user "editing 

I, % \ ; 

the association of a page subscription instano * 122 with a communications object 100" (col. 28. 
lines 16-18), and "the desired page su ?scriptic h elements and the method necessary to process 
them [being] transmitted in communications] vbject instance to the consumer." Nowhere does 

i- i i : 

Reed teach or suggest changing "at leW'pne attribute of the data definition" or "propagating 

I' 1 1 

at least one of the changed attributes if the d& ta definition" 



lirnitation "using the first consumer process 



to access the information object resid ng in th< j second storage device according to at least one 

i " f ■*;! ! 

of the changed attributes of the data tefimtic n" As Reed does not disclose or suggest 

i ' [j . ■ .,, 

changing attributes of the data defini ion. Read cannot disclose or suggest accessing an 
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hairiged attributes. Accordingly, claim 20 is patentable 



information object according to these 
over the art of record. 

Regarding claim 31, the Office Ac it on s :ates that Reed teaches substantially the 



invention of the claim. The passages of rapd cited ! by the Office Action relate to using 

•j 'i , ! . * ■ 

"Universal Resource Locator (URL) r« quk sts t£ retrieve information from the provider and 
consumer programs and d a tabases...Ihej[Cpnstaxuer program processes the URL request to 



Further passages cited by the Office Actiro relate to ''operations for processing 



communications object instances 110" 



injdud&ig "determining whether the object already 

H '! ' 'I •' 

exists in the consumer database" and pr(l«ssi|tg!tr\e object "as a new object" if appropriate. 
In contrast, claim 31 recites the liijrlitatioris "means for accepting signals from the user 



input device to specify a relational cond 
for using the processor to transfer an 



an< 



whether a received object exists in a datal 



i 
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or a method. . .the consumer program generates the 

i t ' 

brow ser program" (col. 11, line 2 - coL 12, line 2). 
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as" recited in claim 31. 



ihelkttributes" or transferring "an indication to the 

i <\ ' 

If % 

p Wfe tiorijf'inearxs for identifying one or more 
njal condition." Reed teaches only determining 

liij 

'ase; ai diiprocessing the received object "as a new 

: i» 

ii 
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pri usmgione or more of the attributes" and "means 

A ■ j ■ & ' l * 

I ration tb.the Internet of the specified relational 
condition." Reed teaches only " URL ke$i es f sj to* retrieve information" and that "the consumer 
program processes the URL request. 
relational condition using one or moxe 
Internet of the specified relational cond 

Furthermore, claim 31 recites 
information objects satisfying the re! 
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object/' Nowhere does Reed teach or ijug i est jrrcsafns for identifying one or more information 



objects satisfying the relational condi* io 
patentable over the art of record. 



Claims 2-17, 21-22, and 32 are deijJerident Slaiins that depend from independent claims 



1, 20, and 31, respectively. As claims 1 



, 20; and 31; ire patentable, so dependent claims 2-17, 



21-22, and 32 are patentable for at leas: thdsje reaabjns! described above 



'm 

: ji i 



f»;j i 
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asjreeiltiied in claim 31. Accordingly, claim 31 is 



I > 

i i. 
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Applicants respectfully reques : fhkt the forgoing amendments be entered before 
examination of the above-captioned application, 
comments regarding this amendment * 
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